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-The MAILING DA TE of this c mmunication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondenc address - 

ThrrSnf^J^V? N ° v< ; mber 2 ,9°3 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Sfi fJLnl^ nhe L a ^2 n M^ e .^P hcant ls ret ' uired to avoid abandonment of this application A prope/replv to a 
ronn ttin J? r " » n<Ser 37 9£ R V 13 . ™* SEk** either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the SSon in 

ss^ %^j^3$gg& i°^ peal (with appeal fee): or (3) a time,y ' ied ^«^sgs5a-d 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) D The Period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) ESl The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later m 

only SS^i^JSffi^S^ £ p o y expire ,ater man SIX M0N ™ S from *• maiiin 9 *• a er ,n 

706 0 7 ff) EN ™ E F,RST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN ™° MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.^ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) IS they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or ' a 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

El The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)EI request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet 

6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newlv 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

El For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)B will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: 43. 
Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-3. 5-8. 10-16. 18. 20. 2? ?5-27. 29. 38-4? anridd 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. D The drawing correction filed on is a)Q approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. D Other: 
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^HSllSn °L 2 ' N0TE: . Th . 6 proposed amendments are of a scope not previously considered and would require further search and 
T^Tn^Z Se ^ nd ^ Pe layer " undoped as recited in P r °P° sed claim 2 has not been previously considered In 

Tave b f is remain in 016 R ro P° sed claims - For exam P'«. P^POsed claim 11 recites a p-doped Si 

«LnTti J?, 8 ^ p "? oped Wde energy 9ap semiconductor layer, and claim 22 recites the second p-doped 
semiconductor layer but there is not a "p-doped" layer in independent claim 1 . rwpw 



fShe ^Sitn £12? ^ a PP |,cat, °" oo^'f on for allowance because: Applicant's proposed amendment would require 

in Si ? d J? earCh ' be ? USe S ! veral proposed added terms and 'imitations have not been previously searched or 
f^ rt h™tl'H thf ? P r °P° sed amendment creates further antecedent basis issues with regard to the dependent claims It is 

InprmSn ^ haS , n0t addressed the ob i ecti on to claim 42 set forth in paper no. 16, paragraph 14 and the ol En o?he 

specification. The rejections of record are respectfully maintained. wojecuon ro ine 
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